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States Government, by its convention i

1838 with Texus, acknowledged its title to
what it claimed by"recognizig so much of
that-claim as-related to the former westerp
boundary. between herselfl and Mexico. She
received Texas into the Union with a known
and declared claim to tae whole of the Rio
Grande as her western limit, and from that
monent became bound to relinquish that ter-
ritory to Texas in the event that she should
make it good against Mexico, She was
thus bound, because she then became the
agent tl:ro.u'l‘hi whom alene the rights and

claims of Texas could be maintained as

‘ H,:%ll.kmm . QOur. President,

k, in reply to the Governor of Texas,
uckﬁoii'htlgﬂ{' "l:jha right of Texas to the
country, and excused bis military possession
on account of the necessities of war. A ma
was n”de a part of the treaty of peace wit
Mexico, and that map recoguized the Rio
" Grande as the western boun of Texas.
Ta every way in which it c_oulﬂe done, the
title ‘of Texas has been resognized by our
" Government. - Especially did this Govern-
ment recognize it in the declaration of war
with Mexico. i
the ground that Texas had claimed, and
justly claimed, this ferritory on the Rio
Grande. - It was said that American blood
had been shed upon American soil; and
it it was, then Texas had as good a claim at
the source of the Rio Grande as at the
mouth. It is true, she did not enju’y the
actual possession, the *‘ pedis positio,”’ any
where along that line, but it was upon her
claim to this that we justified the war with
Mexico. And can we turn about now, and
set up the claim of Mexico against Texas?
Can we acknowledge before the world that
we entered into this war without good cause,
and attempted to d’ulli[y it by a falsehood ?
Cén we thus recall our own admissions, our
own recorded acknowledgments of the title
of Texas, in the hope of gaining some ad-
vantage by it? What bas our own Supreme
Court decidedin a similar instance ¢ | What
is the dictum of .l'ud%e Marshall in relation
to this very question? He says in the case
of Porter & Elam vs. Neilson, 2 Peters,

309:

“ After these ncts of sovereign power over
the territory in dispute, asserting the American
construction of the treaty by which the Govern-
ment claims it, to maintain the opposite construe-
tion in its own courts would eertainly be an
anomaly in the history and practice of nations.
If those departments which are entrysted with
the foreign intercourse of the nation, which as-
sert and maintain its interest against foreign
Powers, have unequivocally asserted its right of
dominion over a country of which it is in' pos-
session, and which it claims under 2 treaty; if
the Legisliture has acted on the consiraction
thus. assertedyit is not in its courts shat this con-
struction is to be denied.”

But, sir, it is said that the United States is
not to be precluded, on) account of being the
agent in making this acquisition for Texas, be-
enuse it is the agent for the other States hlso,
and Texas would thus get a larger share than
she was entitled to. Tt is to be remembered
that if 'Texns gets more than 6ther States, she
risked more.. Mexico claimed the whole of
‘T'exns to the Sabine. Supposé the cases had
been reversed—that Mexico had. been strong
and we weak, and we had gone into such a
quarrel. It might have resulted that Texas
would have lost all.  And if, on the other hand,
Texns having staked more, she gains more, is it
not a fair compensation for that risk ?

But I hold that we are precluded by our u:’
acts from disputing the authority of Texas now?
and I hold that it is always the wisest and the,
best course, where there is a dispute as to boun-
dary between this Government and a State,
unless the case be one of flagrant wrong, for
the Government to yield to the State; for there
is no common arbiter between them, and I pro-
test agains the doctrine that the Su{nreme Court
can try a title between a sovereign State and the

Confederacy. There is no eommon arbiter,
and no way to settle it exeept by some mode
agreed upon between the parties, It would be
fir wiser and more prudent, in such instances,
for the United States to yield and give up the

territory. = But, sir, in this case the United States
is forced by her own avowals, by her own com-
mittals, to admit the right. of Texas, and how
would she stand on the page of history if she
were to be presented as in one breath disputing
the title of Texas, huckstering to lower her de.
mands, and then offering money to purchase this
title?! Bir, sach a precedent as that would have
an unseemly w.ppearance upon the records of a
great pation, But we are told that the people
there are reluctant to live under the government
of Texas, and that we should have difficulties
from that sourse, There is more'than one mode
of escuping that difficulty, without eeding away

one hundred and twenty thousand square miles

of land belonging to Texas. But is there in

point of fact, any reason to believe that the peo-

ple would not be satisfied under the government

of Texas? If it had been asserted by every

body, in all the departments of the Governments,

fhat the title of Texas was good, is there not

sufficient reanon to suppose that the people would

have been regonciled to it. There may have

L ien, perhapa, some ambitious aspirants for of-
fice there, who wished either to sustain them-
selves in, or, to secure office who would have
heen dissatisfied ; but I believe the main body of'
the people would have been contented. Now,
it scems to me there are two ways of settling
this question without the opposition of the in-
habitants. In one way the South will retain the
power and importance to which it is entitled, if
slave States are made out of the whole of Tex-
as; in the other mode they may,and perhaps
will lose this opportanity for increasing their
political importance. 1 believe that the terri-
tory of Texas furnishes the only means by
which the South can probably increase in po-
litical power, and I believe she is bound by every
eonsideration of prudence, of self protection,
and self-defenee, to hold on to all the political
power she hns. In the other way it is to be
settled, and settled peaeeably, I acknowledge,
but by taking from the South this and the only
chance which she has for inereasing lier weight
ia the Confederacy.

But, Mr. P ent, we are told the South
ought to take this because it is the best thing
they ean do, because it affords at Jenst the chance
of escaping insult. I say, with respeet to that
argument, that it would apply as well to the
Wilmot proviso as to this orany other measure,
because it implies that we are to submit when-
ever a measure is desired by the majority who
have the power, But they zre not content that
the measare should be passed by those who
alone take its benefits; we must nid in its pas-
asge, although we tuke nothing by the bill; be-
canséy otherwise, the plan called the Exeeutive
plan might be earried. into execution. In my
opinion, hoth plans are wrong, According to
both, you admit California a8 u State with the
limits which she claims, and thus offer a great
outrage to the South. According to both 15::113,

¥yau the insult of the Wilmot proviso:

out the Executive plan has the greater merit of |

proposing no of territory from the juris-
diction of Texas. There is, however, a great
and decisive difference between them, so far ns
1 am concerned.. If the Executive plan goes
hido operation, it does so against my vote; but
for the plan of the committee I am asked to vote,
and beeome responsible. T am thus asked to
aill in ektablishing the precedent by which the
South, in my opinion, is to be so mueh injured,
aad thus gife my bond not only to make no
< mplaint of this injustice which is done me, but
1o submit, for the future to any, similar violation
of my rights, Sir, 1 cannof do.it; there s no

We justified that war upon | righ

institute no comparison bef
recollect that old Hollinhe
Low Countries, says th
Government and the
were like :
tar. 1 thin
mittee of Thirtegn
South may truly
tween the pestle and the mortar; for, between
‘the-netion of the “one and the non-netion of the
other, it is likely to be ground into dust and
powder,

If I have been right in my examination of the
arguments in favor of this bill, there is but little
left of them exeept the appeal to the friends of
peace WM a measure of peace, Asl
said before, I see _no_hope for peace from the

of ‘auy such measure ; it reverses the

order in which we should pnce[;og :o tnhtfam t»:::
object ; it proposes to put an endto the con

by making the weak weaker and the strong|

sironger.  Ifit be the purpose to obtain peace

forcing the weak to surrender uncondition-

y to the strong, then, sir, this is the method ;
but if we mean to preserve not only the lpen.ua
of the econfederacy, but the rights of all who
¢om it, then we ought to strengthen the |
weak and weaken the strong, so far at least s,
this contest is concerned. !

Mr, President, I beligve it is useless to give
ts under any system of zovernment unless
you also give power to defend them. If the in-
terest is small, the temptation to attack is
small, and it requires but little to defend it; but
if the interest be great, then the reverse of all
this is true.  Every intervest, great or small, in
a government, ought if possible to. be guarded
by power enough to enable it to afford as strong
temptations to leave it at peace as can be fur-
nisiged by any motive for attackingit. No man
can weigh or measure these things with mathe-
matieal precision; but, sir, T think T hazard no-
thing, in'the judgment of any impartial person, in
saying ‘that the power of the South ought to be
inerensed and not diminished at the present pe-
ripd of our existence. I do not say that an ae-
tnal equilibrium between the power of the free
and the slave States is necessary to secure the
continuanee and harmony of the Union. 1 do
not ask for any change of the Constitution ; but
I do express the opinion that it would be better
for all parties, for the peace and the happiness
of the whele, if somewhere in our Government
there was an equilibrium of power between these
rreat antagonist interests of our social system.
%ut., whilst I believe this would be better, I do
not say that it i necessaay, but T do think that
it is essential for the happiness and perhaps the
union of the States that all the constitutional
avenues to political power should be kept open
to the Suutﬂ, and that any aceession of strength
to her would be a positive benefit to the inter-
ests of peace and union. I have no hope of con-
vineing any Northern man of the truth of this
opinion ; perhaps neither he nor T could recog-
nize the ‘other'as an impartial judge upon this
question; and yet such, I think, would be my
conviction if' I were n Northern man. = I do be-
lieve that whatever increnses the strength of the
South, whether by positive additions of power
through constitutional means, or done by party
organization, is so mueh pained for the cause of
peace and union, and those who desire to pursue
those ends should encourage and not diseredit
the efforts which are made to unite Southern
votes and efforts in the defence of Southern
rights, Give her in some mode the power to
protect herself, and it we cannot alwavs kaop
the peace we may long continue to prave b i
chiel,

Mr. President, I have no liope or belief that
we ean do any thing here which will keep down
all agitation upon this disturbing question. This
resulta from the contests between the two great
antagonist. elements of our social system, the
slaveholding and non.slaveholding  interests.
Here are the forces whose opposition results
from the nature of our system, and that oppo-
sition developed itself at the formation of our
Government. Like the Hebrew twins, they came
into the world with the heel of the one in the
hand of the other, as an emblem and omen of
the perpetual strife which was to exist between
thew.  These, sir, are contests which we can-
not effectually quiet ; heats, collisions will grow
out of them; but if we were wise, we might
prevent very serious mischiefs'to which they may
lead, This would be effected by increasing the
vis medicatric nature, the self-restoring lprin(-i-
ple of the system, which, after all, must depend
upen a proper distribution of power between
the parts. What rational fear can exist to jus-
tify an opposition to permitting the South to
enjoy whatever addition of political power may
be open to her through constitutional means?
That the non=slaveholding States now possess
the larger share of power, and must continne to
inerease their relative proportion, is manifest to
all. If the interests of pence and union wonld
be incrensed by adding something to the strength
of the weaker party, why should not every
Ameriean who is friendly to those objects be
willing to use the means necessary for that pur-

ulate us for the future ¥»

But there is another c¢lass of agitators upon
this subject. They may M\mmlﬁc&
camp followers of the first ; fhey consist of men
who understand the power of a.- MT
ganized upon an idea stronger than the ties of

merely political, They attach them-

Will any of these be deterred from an agitation'

hostile to slavery by the adoption of this scheme?

Surely not, '
But there is

numerons occasionally more rous
than both of the others. I mean those who agi- |
tate for political purposes, without any particu- |
lar feeling upon the subjeet of slavery, either
the one way or theother.  But they represent
what may be called the capitalist interest in
society, and they regard the Southern power as
hostile 1o their schemes. The Southern propric
tor represents labor, and it is his interest that
che wagres of Inbor should be high, Inall the
wars batween labor and eapital he is therefore
the defender of the former. 'Upon the subjeéct
of banks, tarifts,and inall the schemes by which
Government is invoked to give eapital an indi-
rect advantage over labor, Southern influence
has been felt, and often fatally felt, by the former.
For this reason the Northern capitalist has
shown himself hostile to every inerease of
political weight in the Confederacy on the part
of the South. . Upon that question he is consis-
tent and undeviating. He never fails to op)

any measure which could inerease in the least
degree the relative power of the South in the
Confederacy, beeause he that power as
hostile to him, Upon the mere subject of sla-
very, his agitation is ocensional and not steady.
He agitates for other yoses, and not from any
hostility to the institution. He will agitate
whenever there is a question of extending South-
ern power to get up a feeling at  home which
otherwise might not be direeted against such an
extension. He also agitates sometimes for the
amwe reason which used to induce France, when
at war with the English, to stir up their Scoteh
neiglibors, to produce a division at home. If
Southern influence is about to become ‘danger-
ous to his schemes of proteetion or assistance,
he is then willing to give them trouble at home,
to alaam them it'stsibla_ #o deeply as te deter
them from attending to his measures, orto pre-
vent them from opposing him to get peaco at
home.  Upon this subject, sir, history has some-
thing to say. It was not until it became evident
that the protective system 'was reeling under
the blows of the South, driven as it was almost
to madness and desperation, that the nnti-slavery
war nssumed its most dangerous form, If the
tariff was to fall before Southern agitation, then
slavery, the great Southern interest, must tetter
under Northern agitation, and upon that institu-
tion blow after blow has fallen, until we have
reached our present condition.

How often have we heard certain Northern
Senators adverting in bitterness of spirit to the
taet that the yotea of the Texan Senators passed
the tarill” sct of 1846 ! Who does not see that
this feeling has much to do with the determina-
tion to exclude the South from every foot of
territory aequired from Mexico? 8ir, we have
already heard more than obscure intimations
that the true grounds of ecompromises were be-
twean the slavery and protection interests,  But
the Senator from Massachusetts, in speaking of
the ambitious spirit of the cotton interest, forgot
to say that there were two classes of the cotton
interest, the one in the free, the other in the
slave States, with opposite views, in some res-
pects, and the former, as I think, far more ng-
gressive than the latter, If' Mississippi has her
cotton planter and slave owner, Massachusetts
has her cotton lord, whose capital is engaged in
manufacturing that fabric ; operatives depending
upon that employment for subsistence, and ships,
and mauriners, and merchants largely engared in
the transportation and exchanges of thut raw
materinl and its fabrics.  But, as [ said before,
the ¢otton interest North has in some respects
different views from the cotton interest South.
The firt desire to make slave laborlow, and cotton
abundant and cheap; the latter desire to make
their labor high, and to raise the price of cotton,
The former wish to confine all the slave labor,
therefore, to the cotton lands: the latter have a
deep interest in extending it to other employ-
ments, and over a larger surface,  In this differ-
ence of feeling und interest is to be found, per-
haps, one of the bittercst elements in the present
strife. If slave labor had been permitted to be

pose?  What is there in the political, industrial,
or social position of the South to justify any
opposition to her possession of a fair share of
power in our political system ? That her politi-
cal action has been conservative hitherto, is at-
tested, 1 think, by the whole course of our past
history. In an industrial point of view, she un-
doubtedly possesses the largest single producing
interest of the Union. In the product of cotton
she stands without a rival; and upon that pro-
duct depend the subsistence and employment of
almost as many persons out of the slave States
as within them. Is it not a matter of deep in-
terest to the Northern eapitalists and maunufa-
turers, the Northern ship-owners, mariners, and
merchants—nay, to the whole world, that this
vast productions should be protected from as-
sanlts, and permitted to proceed in peace? And
what is therein the Na:in‘ condition of the South
to justify a fear on the part of any man at the
idea of allowing that population a fuir share of
wlitical power? In what other portion of the
bninu do we find a rural population so complete
in all the elements of strength and allegiance?
And does not history teach that a country
population is the safest depository of political
power! Ido not profess to know much of
Northern habits, or the structure of Northern
society, but I am told that the man who wins
wealth or station there removes to the town to
enjoy it. In the South the reverse is the case;
the man who wins wealth there will buy a farm
if he ean, and move to the country to enjoy it
The North grows far more relatively in the town,
and the Sonth in the countrg population. The
one represents, perhaps, more of the elements
of progress, and possesses a more energetic
soelal orgunization, but the other has more of
stability, and moves with s firmer and more as-
sured strength,  Both elements are necessary to
completé the strueture of society, and neither
should despise the other.

Mr. President, I have been at pains to point
out what seemed to me the  true path to publie
peace and social prosperity, beeanse I fear that
every step which we fake in the direction of
what is called the compromise bill, is a departure
from the road to quiet and safety. What sort
of a eompromise is that which a majority of the
etronger party—I mean the North—vote against
and repudinte?  How can it bind them? Whom
amongst the agitators upon this question are
we to congiliate by the adoption of such a
measare ! The firet class of agitators is com-
posed of those who believe that slavery is a sin
| which they owe to earth andheaven to eradicate.
They hold this (some of them) to be a duty
higher than tha obligations of constitutions or
compacts, and ngitate every’ where, throngh the
press, the ehureh, public assemblies of every de-
| seription, to make the institution odions, danger-
ous, disagreeable, detestable. Others amongst
them admit the obligations of the Cm:s!itutinﬂ,l
bat search for every opening through which they
may discharge their wenpons at the institution
upon which they are warring. These constitute
a large and formidable body. Will they be in-
duced to desist from their purposes by the pas-

of such a bill as this? On the contrary,
will they not be stimulated by success, and re-

employed in California, there is every reason to
believé that it would have gone there to a great
extent.  'We have the evidence of a member of
their eonvention, quoted by my colleague, who
measured the value of a yem’'s labor of a slave
in thousands of dollars.
We know too, that in all times mining seems
to have heen the employment peculinrly fitted
for slaves. It was carried on by Indian slaves
before the Spaniards eame, and it was to relieve
them that African slavery was introduced. So
soon as the mines had fallen into private hands,
slaves wonld have been employed in them, had
the Government permitted it. They would have
gone, probably, in great numbers from Mary-
fund, Virginia, and North Caroling,  'Why should
any Northern philanthropist object toit ¢ Was
it not better, it slavery was such an evil, to re-
lieve the old States from it, and sent it to va,
cant territory ¥ In that point of view, yes, but
in another far worse. It would have raised the
rice of slaves, of slave labor, and of cotton.
t would haye diverted a great deal of that sort
of labor from thé production of cotton, . The
general beliefl is, whether correct or not 1 do
not say, that slaves will leave tie grain-produc-
ing States in the course of time. To conecon-
trate them in the cotton States must, for a long
time, be regarded as a valuable object to those
who desire to see cotton abundant and cheap.
Now, unless this bill should give these persons
all the territory, and all the power in dispute,
how is its passage to satisfy them?  And if thése
are the terms on which alone they can be quieted,
how is the South to be safisfied by it? My
President, I acknowledge that this elass of agi-
tators sometimes pause in their worle; I own
that it would give a period of comparative guiet
if they could be detached from the others, and
that the war is fiercest and most dangerous
when all of these forces are united. But, sir, 1
do not believe that this hill, much as it concedes
to them, would satisfy them ; they have further

either reduce the South to uneonditional sul-
mission, or find that it is impossible to do so.

I fear, sir, that this bill, instead of opposing
new obstacles to the march of the aggressive
spirit which wars upon the institutions of the
South, is removing frem its way some of those
which already exist. T have indicated what I be-

et a third class of agttlat-mi_,' mon A & the eonstitution whie

purposes in view, and will go on until lhpyl

ed aceording to its true spirit and effect, 1 do
not vote for this scheme, sir, because I do not

 believe that it would  either ; or do
ustice, [ um called upon to vote for the admis-

parties, of California, an anti-slavery constitu-
selves to it 10 obtain its aid in advancing them- [ tion, which was not the result, as 1 {mﬂsﬂ:, of
selves in the chureh, in socioty, and in the State. | natural causes, or the spontaneons movement of

her e, but of the action, direct and indirect,
of the Genersl Government, which has at last
renched this end, throngh more than one brench
ve it being., Wi

¢ opinions, how can I vote for such a bill?
How could I do it witi a decent degree of res-
to the resolutions of 'my State?  What is
menning of the denunciation of the Wilmot

‘Proviso, and “kindred measures,” if such a

course of measures as brought California here
mﬁming to be received as a State is not to be
luded in that denuneintion? -~ But I will not
mﬁt my objections to the messure,
Mr. President, I bave not been lond in my
rrofeniom of attachment to this Union, because
was not awure that T had done any thing to
bring that attachment into question. I have had
also another reason for this forbearance; I have
thought, sometimes, that these professions were
used to cover and cloak unwortiy submissions
to power, and improper surrenders of right, and
I did not choose to incur such a suspicion, But,
at the same time, I believe 1 have shown by my
course that'I would de any thing reasona-
le and proper to preserve it. 1 'believemy pre-
sent course tends to produce the same result;
for I am defmdl.nglnot only what I deem to be
the just rights of the South, but the Constitution
of the United States, as I understund that instru-
ment.  And if the time shall ever come when

‘it shall be treason to the Union to demand jus-

tieo for the South, then the days of this Union
will be numhered.  On the eontrary, I 'believe
1 strengthen it by what I do to promote justice,
and to sustain and defend the Couvstitution.

Sir, I have not been in the habit of consider-
ing the Union a8 in danger. I have looked upon
disnnion as a thing searcely possible to oceur.
It may have been a superstition, but it has seemed
to me that there was so much of human destiny,
so:much of human hope staked upon this experi-
ment of ours, that I gould not believe the kind
Providenee whose sustaining hand has been so
manifest in ou:lpuat history, would perm't it to fuil.
Sir, we have alveady achieved so much, that our
growth and suceess must be accounted as a
marvel, and almost a mystery ; forknown canses
will searcely account for it.  And still our pro-
gress is forward and onward, stimulated by every
motive which can awaken hope or five enthusi-
asm in the human breast. Vast associated in-
terests march together inthat grand procession,
and these interests contain all the elements of
human grandeur and prosperity. The bonds of
brotherly love are not yet broken ; the cords of
kindly feeling have not fretted asunder. We
have our traditions, too—traditions of trial and
of glory, to which we cling with pride and with

older nations, into the remoter regions of fable
or of old, but they already begin to grow faint
in the distance, and shed their dim religious light
won the path over which we have passed.
When we looked to the future, to the prospeet
before us, the imagination pauses to measure its
strength for the flight which is before it.

Mr, President, what more enviuble position
can any man occupy than one from which he
may look backward with so much of pride, and
forward with so much of hope? 1Is it to be sup-
posed that any sane man would wantonly saeri-
fice it or abandon it, exeept under a sence of the
sternest necessity? - But, sir, we will saerifice it
inevitably, if we forget that the order and peace
of this grand possession depend npon the mu-
tual affections of its members: that these mu-
tual affections depend upon justice and fair deal-
ing to each other; and the bond of our peace is
broken, the covenant of our liberties dissolved,
and the chart of our progress destroyed, when
we set aside the Conctitution of the United
States. That man onght not to be rebuked who
steps forward to defend this instrument, with
even a too eager zeal, for his is a pious work, a
holy zeal, and, if erring, he errs on the right
side. Such a man deserves the respect of every
honest man, and of every lover of well-regulated
liberty. It is to defend this sacred instrument
in my poor way that I stand here to-day. 1
should be insensible to the highest duty (:fy pat-
riotism il' I were unwilling to fall here tomorrow,
it by so doing 1 conld perpetuate this covenant
to my countrymen, notin ifs letter merely, but
a inits spirit and truth.  Sir, I will stand by the
Constitution, by the Union which is prescribed
inthat Constitution, but I cannot vote for this
bill upon any considerations which as yet have
been presented to me.

Mr, President, the Senator from Massachusstts
admonished us the other day that the fate of
this bill might be in the hands of the South; and
he seemed to think that we were incurring a
a deep responsibility, and runuing the hazard of
mueh reproach, if we did not come forward and
sustain it.  Sir, I ask why should the South
sustain it more than the North ? The North has
a majority of votes upon this floor.  And has
the North no interest in peace and union? Are
these considerations only for the Sonth? Why,
then, when this hill gives every thing to the
North, does not the North come forward and vote
for'it? Why ask us to support a bill in which
the North gets every thing, as the Senator from
Massachusetts distinetly asserts ! Why ask us
to help to establish a precedent by which our
righis are sacrified, and thus, give our bond, by
aiding the work, to make no complaint of this
outrigre, or of any similar wrong whieh may be
inflicted on us hereafter ?

Sir, i’ you take the most distinguished advo-
cates of this bill, they all tell you the same story.
Ask the Senator from Kentucky if he believes,
after this bill passes, that yon ean earry a slave
into these Territories, and he will tell you “no.”
Ask the Senator from Michigan, ask the Senator
from Massachusetts, and thr:g will both reply
in the same language.  And yet, in the very
breath in whieh this exposition is given of the
bill, it is demanded of' us why we do not come
forward and sustain it? If it be true that this
hill does give up every thing that we contend
for in relation to these Territories, are we not
more deeply wounded in being asked thus to
inflict an injury upon ourselves, and to partici-
pate in the perpetration of a wrong upon our
own section, than if another, strong in his supe-
rior foree or power, wantonly offers us an insuit.

Sir, s0 far as insult is concorned, if that hill
isto have the effect in regard to the South which
I believe it will have, I do not see how we can
escape from insult by sustaining it. If the North
is to have the benefit, then let the North pass
the bill by her own votes,

lieve to be the path of peace, not from any hope |
that it would be pursued, but beeanse 1 believe |
it due to the trath to do so. I know, sir, that |
what I have said will have no effect in turning |
:319 l!lmrpnso which is formed. 1 shall probably |
{4
looking too closely in the fuce a proposition
which bore the name of compromise. To such
depunciations I am generally almost indifferent,
I know for whut pupeses, and by whom, a war
of epithets is nsually waged. The very declara-

either that the weapons of reasonare few in the |
armory of these who wage it, or else that the
arm I8 wanting which is strong enough fo draw
the bow of Ulysses.  But, averse as | am to no-
tice such idle missiles in the general, yet upon
the present occasion, when the public mind is so

sensitive, it is possible that there may be persons |

But the Senator from Massachusetts says we
onght to be eautions how we net, because wo
are in a strange company, in company with men
with whom we have never acted before. Sir,
when I hear his speeches, and the speeches of

would rather be #eund in his company than
theirs. But when we come to aetion, and [ find
them aiding the South to defeat a bill hy which,
according to the Senator’s own admission, she
loses all ehanee for the territory in dispute,

strained by a sense of justice to admit that when
we come to deeds their company is better than
his, 1 helieve, sir, the case is one put in the
Seripture of the two men, one of whom said he
wonld do it, but did it not, whilst the other said
he would not do it, but did it ; and the Seripture
judgment 1 think is in faver of the deed and

fondness, They do not extend, like those of| . South, who looked be

uﬁ . " wave

dent, that 1 lwve voted for evarything whicl _ fon woing
ctitions arg | bore the semblance of & falr compromise,mpon | tween 88, let him deéfe p billyand he will
"Congress ; they nly received, but are |the subject of slavery, sinee 1have been in Con- [not only grat desires, but himself have
i sk of he Sa-vale v v for th e offred by the ensor s
ﬁ:g upon the subject of the slave-trade in the for the scheme by s, 7
District of Columbia, Have we not already met | from Wisconsin ; ;:BVeﬁtgi for the Missouri |  But, sir, is this a proper manner in which to
with suceess enough in our past efforts to stim- | Compromise ; kw vole for it now, if offer- | treat so grave and important a subjeet as that

which we are now considering ! Do we stop on
such an occasion to enquire who is \'otlnqr;r:::

. ok 1t ; ‘”mat‘ ! N ir; -
M?ﬁﬁ:fm of Hfm popig:ﬁ’ Eo%uuﬂom ‘il:volve:l,' ﬂ:fn tll::; of those
- give peaee with-whom we 3

morrow, higher queations. than those of ﬁmdmp-
ularity or position of this or of that man. Upon
Aﬂlm'iu ong depend the peace, the happiness

W
to enlist the a of u:yﬁﬁm
They are objects which should induce us all to

ith | pause before .nm,.ug to consider what u\m{

consequences llow. from a
eourse, '&ﬁ.lm{a

ve in my conscience that, if
this bill were to pass, it _w{iuld‘ be the worst
movement and the worst augury, so far as this
Union is concerned; that T have ever seen si
I have been engaged in public life. - :

Gentreves:—You will oblige me by giving
place in your columns to & **Report™ of the
speech delivered at Hibernian Hall on the 21st
of June last. This y almost entirely un-
premeditated, was spoken o my fellow-citizens of

harleston, co ,rpullnf freely with them as to
their public n?am . It was meant for no wider

fh:u-m miﬁb.#of-odmy. ﬁ:rt?unn whi;::mnlt
apparent to my aim m thas rt has been
 fuirly the g‘miﬁn: l_;tqmd_ the sen-

to expos

timents I uttered, with the leading arguments I
oﬁ'emq' ‘intheirsupport. Sickness and engagements
have prevented me from sooner preparing it, and

haye probably contributed also to any little inae-
coracies it may contain,
Believe me, gentlemen,
Your most obedient servant,
R. BARNWELL RHETT.

Speech of Hon. R. B. Rhett,

DELIVERED AT HIBERNIAN HALL, IN THE CITY OF
CHARLESTON, Juxe 21, IHG0.

Ferrow Civrzens:—I thank you for the frank
-and  cordial reception, you have given me this
niﬁht; and 1 propose to evinee my gratitude in the
only way in my power, by laying hefore you a
free and " truthful ‘exposition’ of my opinions on
the grave matters which have assembled us to-

ether. The time has arrived when it becomes

e people of the Southern States no longer to de-
precate, but to face; with unblenching front, the
danii:rs which surround them ; whilst from their
public servants they should demand all the aid
they are capable of imparting, to enlighten their
councils an ‘guide their determinations. Without
reserve or fear, 1 propose to spenk to you to-
night,

fully assent to all which your immediate rep-
resentative has said, and so well said, with res
to the Nashville Convention. We assembled
under the frown of the whole South—and of the
purtizans of all parties in the South, which looked
to the North for affilistion and support. That
sympathy which was qgill.‘l.'u man, by a kind Pro-
vidence, to daunt and¥baffle oppression, by lead-
ing us to the side of the suffering and oppressed,
we fuund, nenr our own homes, perverted agninst
us; and whilst hushed in its arraignments of the
North—loud in its denunciations of all those in
f:nnﬂ oppression for re-
dress. Conventiona in the North to take into
consideration the institution of slavery in the
South, and the most effectual means of overthrow-
ing it, have become 8o common, as to be matters
of course, without censure or condemnation; but
when a portion of the people of the South, driven
by a long course of persecution and insult, as-
semble together to counsel fur the defence of their
dearest interests and honor, they are denounced
even in the South; and every effort is made to
cover their convention with confusion and failure.
Gentlemen, the Nashville Convention did meet—
it counselled—it united. The breath of the peaple
which gave it life—gave it also strength and una-
nimh{; Its effeet was in nothing more remarka-
ble. than in the change of opinion and feeling it
apparently produced on the people of Nashville
and the Tennessee Delegation. Instead of cold-
ness and alienation, we received the warmest hos-
pitality from the generous and noble people of
this beautiful city—and the T'ennessee Delegution,
whilst ministering in every way tothe accommoila-
dation of tRe Convention, neted with the utmost
forbearance and dignity, and finally gave to all
of our proceedings and mensures their unanimous
support. The toast of Governor Broww, at a
dinner given by General Prurow and himself, to
the Delegates of the Convention, declaring, that
in five days the Tennessee Delegation were
brought into line, shows how previous mistrust
had been changed into confidence.

These were the results not of artifice, ora re-
fined policy, but of simnple truthfulness and manly
frankness amongst Suulgm'n men, conferring face
to face upon the rights and wrongs of the South.
The proceedings of the Convenuon reflected the
apirit of its members. It was prepared to concede
any thing but principles. These it laid down,
with distinctness and firmness, exposing the con-
stitutional rights to which the South was entitled
—equality in the Union—equality in our territories,
But if the North refused us that equa.lill.?)(yvhich

-

constitutes the bond of the Union itself’) in our
territories, and insisted upon putting the Consti-
tution aside—then, for the sake of peace and the
Utiion, the Convention proposed that the South
should acoept, as an “‘extreme concession,” a par-
tition of our territories, on the Missouri Compro-
mise line o 369 30', parallel of north latitude. By
this line, the North would get three-fourths of
our territories; but as it had been twice before sanc-
tioned by those who had gone lefore us, the honor
of theSouth was at least snved by the proposition.
But the partition the Convention proposed, wasnot
inthe words of the Missonri Compromise of 1822,
That compromise took place with respect to terri-
tory, over which slavery existed by the Lonisinna
purchase. It merely prescribed, that North of
369 30, slavery ahoull.ll be prohibited; but it said
nothing with respect to the admission of slavery
south of that line, It was not necessary to say
anything; because the whole territory was alveady
slave territory, and slavery could, of course, be
admitted wherever it was not prohibited. But the
fact is directly the contrary as to the territory we
havelately acquired from Mexico. When acquired,
slavery did not exist throughout this territory.
The Convention, therefore, proposed, in the par-
tition between the North and the South on this
line, that thers should be a distinet recognition of
the right of the two sections of the Union, to en-
ter and colonize the portions assigned to each.
The admission of slavery should be as distinet
on one gide of the line, us its exclusion on the
other. Not only our equality and honor required
this poliey, but the peaceful enjoyment of the por-
tion assigned to the Seuth, render it necessary.
Truly or falsely, it had been boldly asserted by
some of the oldest jurists and statesmen of the
country, that the people of the South were ex-
cluded by the laws of Mexico from entering an
portion of these Territories with their slaves, [t
was not proper, when getting aside the Constitu-
tion to effect an arrangement, to leave any doubt
nsto its effect, on either side of the line proposed.
Nor would the words used in earrying out this
line through Texas, in the resolutions of annexa-
tion, suit the emergency, These resolutions con-
templated the admission of States. They do not
apply to n country in a Territorial condition. New
wards, therefore, suiting the emergency and the
condition in which our Territories are placed,

tition proposed by the Convention. 'Whilst thus
Inying down the *‘extreme concession” which the
South should make with respect to our Territories
—the Convention repudinted, and condemned, the
measures pending in the Senate of the United
States called *‘the Compromise.”” It condemned

enounced, as others have heen, for even | some to whom he refers, 1 must own that 1| them, nat only because im cffect they surrendered

every thing to the North—but because Southern
men supported the surrender. The South struck
| down by the arms of her own sons, would find it
| more diffieult to rise from theblow. Putting axide
[ all other_methods of adjustment, the Convention
| presented to the North'the fair and simple alter-

tion of such a war, in the general, is evidence | whilst he is doing his best to pass it, I am con- | pative—Equality in our Territories underthe Con-

stitution, or & partition of them, beside it

_ Fellow-citizens ! It is_a matter of the greatest
importance te us to congider, whether either of the
alternatives proposed by the Nashville Conven-
tion will be ndopted bLConmsu. Will an equal-
ity in our Territories be conceded, and if not, will
the North divide with us our Territories on the
line proposed? 1f either of these alternatives shall

‘orshall act to- |

not say the union—of the country.’

would be necessary to carry out the terms of par- |

he belief that the North wi
other of them: and would

in the uul_nd insulti

- of that compuny which he m.mpﬁi%ﬂﬂimlﬁm ,5?; d J"‘-— ]

man of Pennsylvania—one whose patriotic coun-
sels have ever been in fuvor of the Uniod and the
itutional tees on which it rests, had

-—

4
oubt not, influenced the Convention in
to their unanimous conclusions, Batif:hey
i ot by no LT ANy
Sy o o e NP L%
not be deceived, and thus be weakened 2
ruth is strength and wi

us therefore boldly lool :
':.‘:nﬂﬁwr ﬂfly m“x_’u@. ,wm"‘i”uig.m

" And firs—will the Sendte’s Compromise be-
come a law ? Certainly not, I think, in the

sent state of things. hen the true nnm_mo}.tﬂc
meastres it proposes, comes to be fuirly under-
staod by the Fooplaof the South, its adherents in
Washington from the South must relax orgiv up

the supx have heretofore to it.
But should it pa{u the Senate, it cannot, I am sat-
isfied, pass the House of Representatives. ‘%}u‘n
the anti-slavery bigotry of the North most pre-
| domivates, It .u_r_itl_dl.nhe !s;i h . ,ivpmmm
in uppearaice, but demands the Wilo roviso
in Territorial Bills—or the Wilmot Proviso in the

pport_the

of our tervitgries.  Yet if these fuil, there iy
_gmmd to fear, that alarmed at the attitude of

ath, or convinced that the Senate’s Compromise
‘sufficiently subserves their interests—the North
may make a rush in its fuvor, and pass it into a
law. At pfesent, however _Juy more strongl
oppose it than the South, But will a partition of

our territories on the line pro'?oud by the Nush-
ville Convention, be adopted by Congress?” This
mensure in-my opinion iy more desperate of suc-

cess than the Benate’s Com ise. The North,
I am satisfied, will navwm lhehgouﬂ:l to

oceupy any portion of our' terri lying o, th
Pacifio, suffeient 10 ke a Siate, with a Gouthern

endanger their whole palicy of mastering the Con-
Merl;%y and colonizing thye South, by multiply-
ing free States, and admitting no more slave Slgm

ted to an equality in our territories, includii
California, by umytorial laws passed by.Cangre:E
To hope for such legislation is to hope agninst
h:EFg. If then all these expedients of ndjustment
fail in Congress,—where are we? We are in the
b ng of a revolution.

koow that it may be said, that the North will
recede before extremities are reached. But when
in these Intter days, has the North receded from
any policy which her interests or her prejudices
have demandad ; and when, in any age, has fana-
ticism culeulated eonsequences? The very high
and horiorable prerogative of yielding untfer ﬁ:e
pressure of circumstunces, belongs, I believe ex-
clusively to the South! Will the South now give
back and fall on an issue which involves not mere-
ly her liberty and honor, but existence itself, or
will she fearlessly and firmly stand erect, and
move on in vindication of her righ's? Will not
those be disappointed who expeet her, to come
forward ignominiously, with another *f extreme
concession "—or to give up all, at the bidding of
political aspirants for power and place, in the
drunken snturnalia of another presidential elec-
tion? From my retired position, I may be mis-
taken in the true aspect of things ; but not such
is my rendininftbe olitical heavens. I think
the air feels hot and heavy, and no rays of the
setting sun guilds the blackness of the horizon 1
think I see in the stupidity, ignorance, and inso-
lence of the North, the exict counterpart of Bri-
tish statesmen in our Revolution, who would heed
nothing, and learn nothing until the thunders of
revolution burst upon their heads, and broke the
scepter in their hands over the fairest empire God
ever gave to the dominion of any people. 1think
I see 1n the South—the weukening of the bonds of
party—the weakening apirit of liberty—the gath-
ering resolve 1o be equal in the Union, or inde-
pendent without it, whilst the long endurance of
indignity and wrong, like suppressed fire, gives
deeper intensity to their determinations, There is
often n moral, as strong as a physical necessity,
which controls the affairs of men. One steple
to another by inevitable consequence. To begin,
is to go on; and to goon, is to go on to the end.
It bus been so in all revolutions; and events,
which at the time they occurred, appenred to be
of little moment, have been fountains of bitter
waters, or of healing to the nations. When Chris-
topher Gadsden; in our revolution, first denounced
from  the steps of the Exchange, the tyrann
of England, and advocated resistence, a spirit
was abroad which nothing but redress or revolu-
tion would satisfy. And so I believe it must be
under the contingencies I have supposed in the
South. She will have redress or Emuniu_n ; and
the Nashville Convention will be one of those
great events which will marl: the beginning of
mighty changes !

My friends! all changes in governments are
serious things. Nothing will juslify a free people
in changing their government, but a. conviction
that it does not fulfil the purposes for which it
was ereated.  We must all u:.Ea a part in the im-

riant_transactions now going on amongst us,

3r_§pmi or for evil, under the weighty respon-
sibility all republican governments imposes on
their citizens. Linvite yon to a calm angzerimm
consideration of your eondition in the Union, in
order that you may properly do_your part, in the
grand drama of its dissolulion, which it appears
to me, must take place at no very distant day.

The great object of free government is liberty.
The great test of liberty in modern times is to
free in the imposition of taxes, and the expendi-
ture of taxes. To these tests there is another,
peculiar to a country, where the institution of sla-
very prevails—personal protection and security
from the dangers necessarily involved in this in-
stitution, I propose to take up each of these points
separately, thut you may judge how far you are
practical li free and prol.ac:af under the govern-
ment of the United States, as now administered.

And first, are you free in the imposition of the
tnxes you now pay to the General Government?
There are no people in the world who ought so
thoroughly to understand orso highly appreciate
the great principles of freedom imol\'edyin tvxation,
as the people of the United States, Its vindication
was the one great canse of our revolution. Our
fathers boldly asserted that fora people to be free

must lay them through their representatives.
they were laid by any other authority than their
own, they were political slaves. EHence, when
they were called upon by the government of Great
Britain, to taxes laid on them by the repre-
sentatives of the people in England in ¥’nrlinmeut.
they refused to pay them. Nor could they see
any difference in the principle between no repre-
sentation and n representation inndequate to

tect them in the laying of the taxes. Great Bri-
tain offered them o representation in the British
Parliament, but as that representation would be a
minority, it could not control the legislation of
Parliament; and consequently, the taxes laid on
them by Parliament would” still be practically
taxes not laid by their representatives. The
would still be ruled by others, and would not rufe
themselves in the taxes imposed. They would
therefore not be free; and ather than submit to
the qplruml slavery, the payment of such taxes
established over them, they drew the sword of
Revolution.,

Now in what respect do thetaxes you now pay
to the general Goyernment, differ in principle from
those our fathers resisted? Did your representa-
tives lay them? and if it was in their power or
yours, to repeal them, would they remain a da
on the Sintute Book: The tarifl act of 1846 is
but a modification of the tariff of 1840, passed in
Congress n?unst the vote of everv representative
from South Carolina. It contains from beginning
to end discriminations in the taxes im s 1o
benefit Northern manufactures and uctions;
and differs therefore in thig principle in no respect
whatever from the tariff of 1840. It is ten per
cent, higher in its exactions than the tariff of Great
Britian, or the tariff of 1833, coerced by South
Carolina. Such a tariff, it wasand it is the unani-
mous opinion of your representatives in Congress,
18 unconstitutional; and you are nearly unani-
mously of the same opinion. ere then are taxes
Inid upon you, by the representatives of other
States, not onl inst your will, but without any
warrant in the Constitution. Are mmy better
oif, than your fathers would have , had the
been represented in Parlinment, and the Briu

represeniatives to further British interests, had
passed thetaxes imposed upon them? Areynufne

expressed himself in favor of the Missouri Com- | is red republi
s:u.nnue line of 36.30, extending to_the than is ¢

cean, as a method of adj h the’ A
South should demand and the srlhd.z‘ yield,
demands of the South, the co uld be | ing

T g oy the unanimity of the Con- | P

sphere of communication. In laying it now be- | Constitution of States to be presently formed out [ Re

border, open to future extension. This would |

into the Union. Lastly, will the South be admit- | Co!

in the imposition and payment of taxes, the?rr Constitution, thr
|
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mother country.  For whatever may be the |
hibitions on the trade of the col i d |
glaud, she,’in fact, furnish tn.ll-_u'gohni
m@&m 3 n nmodities in
world, w nheuwhqt;e?m&u'-‘ﬂf all th
-

productions. h v ore,
oy s Mokpay amigal., Thee
erent between the Southern &
l‘fonbcrnyﬁ‘lwu The Northern pe don
and cannot consume the productions of the Sou
_ﬁl_lnnghaymmpdu,bylhmof the Genel
Government, lo_consume theirs, Our naturs
trade is thus interru %t:d or broken up, to the inj
‘mense loss of the South. Are you free und
such a system of taxation ? Do you eujoy t
liberty in taxation, which your fathers bequeath
to you in the Constitution, and to obtain, whi
they toiled through the seven years’ war of o1l
volution?, &

A

. But let us, turn to the next great test of libert
in axation—the el,pnaditqrq_!:?lha taxes, A
oo Bprgoralin S B4 '-”;.;‘a" B
80 ‘should be exp i
foc his benefit. . S0 fae’ us the. sl Tist, ad t

¥ ;m‘{md, navy of the United States are conceri’

he taxes may be said to be expended in cos
formity to our rights, although they all go in the
ture to swell the prosperity of the Nortl
But there is branch_of expenditure, as unjust
its operations as it is unconstitutional, which, o
ter a long struggle, repeatedly nrrested by 11
veto of the Executive, may now be considered !
of the settled policy of 'the Governmen
mmugptopuguon:lnﬁ nternal Improvement
free States, in the North and West, have ¢ |
length combined to carry out this policy; ar |
having ‘a decided majority, in both Eranc’hes 4
vin its | favor they will allow no one {
be elected President of ihe [nited States wh
will herenfter arrest it. ‘Lic present Exect
tive is committed to support it, and will doubtles
sanction all bills ented to him for its enfaruiﬁ
ment. The chief object of the North in suppor .
ing this policy is to empty the Treasury,and thy
occasion high taxation “for the benefit of t
manufactures, notorious is this, thata dil
tinguished member of Congress from the Nortl
afterwards a Cabinet minister, declared, that if
could find no better means of exhausting (1}
Treasury, he would voteto empty itinto the Pot
ma¢ river. The object of the West in this polic
18 1o have the' means of improving a new countr
where capital is scarce, The result of the combi
nation is seen in the appropriations already mad! -
Of the $15,000;000- which have been taken rrof.‘ﬂ
the Treasury of the United States, for Intern
Improvements, $12,500,000 have gone to the frd
States and_$2,500,000 to the slave States—thy
mnkmﬁa clear gain of 10,000,000 by the forme’ |
Your Representatives in Con, s believing th,
Congress has no constitutional right to make an
such appropristions, have stendily voted ngnin.
them. Areyou then free in the expenditures .
the taxes you have paid into the Treasury, in th |
appropriaiions for Internal Improvements? |
ut I hasten to the last test of liberty in a cony
try where the institution of slavery prevails—t}
rr‘otectmn and security the Government uﬂ'or;ilgé;'
8 the Government of the United States a sou -;f
of confidence and security in the maintenance
this institution, or is, it, on the con , 8 caus
of anxiety and fear? For a people to fear the |
Government, is a_proof of political slavery. 1]
is inconceivable that a free people, free to mal |
and free to change their Government, should hav |
any other feeling towards it, than those of affe
tion and confidence. - If they rule themselve
they must fear themselves, to’ fear their Gover
me. Oj‘“ﬁl'h"‘f who mie ruled need fear 1hé-§‘
rulers, And yet I g to every one of yc¢
this night—have youpr?:a fear of J;% Governmye' ?
of the United States, in its present and futu
bearings on the institution of slavery? Loc |
abroad throughout the world, and from what Go. =
ernment and what people do youapprehend inte |
vention which must endanger this institutiol
looking toits overthrow ? Y%u must answer—tl |
Government of the United States and the peop
of our Northern States. Instead of contri um‘?:
to your peace and security—they are the grai i
agitators—the only agitators, who restlessly w 4

pertinaciously assail the institution of slaver:
and do all they can do, and dare do, to weake | |
and abolish it in the South. Are you free,and ¢ |
Euu' rule yourselves, by the Government of tl
United States, in securing to yourselves, prote.
tion and pence, with respect to the institution «
slavery : 'Was it ever intended by your fathers-
is it your will, that slavery - shouhr be, ns it hi |
been for years past, the one great subject of ng ; 1

tation in Congress? Do you pass those resol ) |
tions which are annually, on one pretext or ai
other, sent to you from the Northern States,
which you are denounced on account of this ir
stitution, and your right to hold your slaves
questioned or denied? Is it of your choice, thi
you stand in a position where you cannot eve
defend yourselves, without insti ing servile i1
surrections. Have you set up that most odios
of all tyrannies in your midst, which enters ini
the domestic circle; and sows suspicion and di
content amongst those who dwell under the san
roof? Have you wrested from yourselves, co1
trary tothe express mandates of the Constitutios
the reception of your fugitive slaves in the fro
States? Has it been by your assent that b |
threats of emancipation in our territories, and
refusal to pass proper territorial laws, you hav
been excluded our territories; and the se.
tled purpose has been announced, that by one ex
pedient or another, you shall not ‘occupy or o
seas one foot of that magnificent domain you hay,
lately won from Mexico? Is it your voice whic
declares, that slavery shall be abolished in lf,‘“'

Distriet of Columbin, and that no more slay
States shall be added to the Union, whilst fre
States shall be multiplied indefinitely? In a
these unconstitutional pretensions and aggre:
sions, you do not rule yourselves. You are rule
by the North, in defiance of your will and tI
sonstie ough the Government of th
United States, and with the Government of th
United States 1o enforce these unconstitutiont
pretensions and aggressions. You eannot, un
do not, protect yourselves; nor can you keep of
in ‘Copgmn or out of Conigm.' the dangerod|
agitation of the subject of slavery. I put o
question to you—are you a free people, under tl
practieal operation of such a Government, in tl

protection and security it affords to your domest |
mstitutions?

If such, then, be the true character of the Gc
vernment of the United States, with respect to tl
institution of slavery, and the taxes it impose
and expends, the question oceurs—what sort ¢
gvernmr nt does it practically establish over th

uth ! Is it thatfree government and that Unio |
the Constitution was désigned to establish
These are all we require. For them we are pre
pared to live and to die. In maintaining them
would fulfil the faith to which our fathers pledge.
us, ns I would my baptismal vows. But the Cor
stitution hns been put aside, and the Union pes
verted from the purposes for which it was creale’:&

and in their stead, n pragmatical, avaricious, n
fanatical despotism has been erected over tl
South. To endure it pefmanently, is to give u
all prétensions to liberty and equality in the cor
federacy, and to mnk down to the position of def
graded and ruined colonies. In thereany reasor
able hope that the Government may be reformec
and brought back to the limited free Governmer
of the Constitution ?
My friends, I have been fifteen years a I?..e'pn4
sentative of the ple, twelve years a member «
Congress; and during this time, | have watche
with all the intelligence [ possess, the operation
of the Governient of the United States. I wa
no disunionist in 1528 and 1833, I desired to
form the Government, then taking in the impos.
tion of the taxes, a departure from the Constiti
tion, which would inevitably lead, as [ though
and then declared, to a similar departure on th
subject of slavery. 1 wasas sincerely desirou
of saving the Union, by enforeing the Constity
tion, in the measures Boutlg,cuofim pre.
s as any of those who resisted them. I
837,d went to Washington as a member of Cor

gress, and after witnessing the operation of th



